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and stories are no longer common cultural
parlance in our country.

Speaking, in order to be heard today, a
language largely shorn of religious nuances,
the believer can still ask two questions of
the vision behind legal discourse:

First, can the vision of courts and legisla-
tures expand to see at least dimly God’s ac-
tions and purposes in history? Abraham Lin-
coln of Illinois used public language to speak
of God’s purpose at the end of a bloody
American civil war: ‘‘With firmness in the
right, as God gives us to see the right, let us
strive to finish the work we are in.’’ Lincoln,
who wrestled like a biblical prophet with
God’s purposes in history and his judgment
on this nation, grew, because of his public
service, in his ability to bring together, al-
ways tentatively, the law he defended finally
with his own and God’s word which, like a
two-edged sword, cuts through the rhetoric
of public as well as personal deceit. Lincoln
knew that God judges nations as well as per-
sons, and he forged a language which, at the
end, placed even the personal liberty to
which this nation was dedicated second to
the designs of God himself. Are we permitted
to speak similarly today or must the lan-
guage of law, rather than setting use free,
blind us and leave us mute in any world not
constructed by our private interests and in-
tentions.?

And a second question, put to use often
these days by Pope John Paul II: does the vi-
sion of the human person found in public
laws and decisions adequately express what
it means to be human? Do our laws not only
protect contracts but also tend to force all
human relations into them? Is the language
of contract becoming the only public lan-
guage of America? Does the model of asso-
ciation which is accorded public rights tend
more and more to constrain or even exclude
the natural family, the life of faith, cultural
and racial groupings, relations which cannot
be unchosen without destroying the human
persons shaped by them.

Christian faith gives us a vision of a person
we call the Word of God, made flesh. Cru-
cified and risen from the dead, Jesus sends us
the Holy Spirit, who speaks every language
and gives every good gift. This vision should
set us free from any lesser picture of things;
the language of faith should keep us from
supposing that we adequately understand re-
ality in its depths and heights. This is a vi-
sion that should humble and, in humbling us,
open us to other worlds. Approaching a third
Christian millennium (using what is now a
common calendar), we gather to worship the
God we believe to be the Father of Our Lord
Jesus Christ and therefore, in Christ, our Fa-
ther as well. It is good to do so, for if we do
not worship God we will inevitably end up
worshipping ourselves. Nations worshiping
themselves have plagued this last century of
the second millennium, and Gods word
prompts us now to examine a new ourselves
and our history. Without warrant, we have
associated ourselves with the biblical city on
a hill, not Nazareth but Jerusalem itself.
Without right, we too often judge other peo-
ples and nations by our standards and inter-
ests, assuming that our interests must be
universal. Without sense, we even seriously
consider if this nation is the end of history,
as if our present political and economic ar-
rangements were surely the culmination of
God’s designs for the universe. Lincoln, who
had the good grace to speak of us only as an
‘‘almost chosen people’’, would surely blush,
and so should we.

Today, as yesterday and tomorrow, the
Church speaks a language of respect for pub-
lic office holders, whose vocation is shaped
by the constraints of law; both the Church,
today as yesterday and tomorrow, also
speaks as best she can to judge the actions

and decision of public officials, and the cul-
ture shaped by them, when these are inad-
equate to the vision given us by the truths of
faith. ‘‘Faith must become culture,’’ Pope
John Paul II says. ‘‘What are you doing to
change the culture?’’ he asks. But how can
we speak of change in America today when
the law itself blinds us to basic truths? One
egregious blind spot is our very sense of lib-
eration construed as personal autonomy. An
autonomous person has no need of jubilee, of
freedom as gift; he has set himself free. The
fault line that runs through our culture, and
it is sometimes exacerbated rather than cor-
rected by law, is the sacrificing of the full
truth about the human person in the name of
freedom construed as personal autonomy. It
is a blind spot as deep as that in Marxism’s
sacrifice of personal freedom in the name of
justice construed as absolute economic
equality. Such a profound error makes our
future uncertain. Will the United States be
here when the human race celebrates the end
of the third millennium? Not without a very
changed, a very converted culture.

The Church, however, must also listen first
to God’s word before she speaks, before she
translates God’s word into the words of our
culture or any other. Hence the Church can
speak only with deep humility a language
which purports to give definitive access to
God’s designs in history. Even prophetic
judgment, while certain in its proclamation,
is tentative in its final outcome. The Spirit
is always free, but never self-contradictory.

Tentatively, then, let us try the language
of prayer and ask that God’s judgment fall
lightly on us and our nation. Gratefully, I
pray that God reward your dedication to
public service and your desire to create a
common language adequate to the experi-
ence of all our people and open to all others.
Joyfully, let us hope that the Jubilee intro-
ducing the coming millennium may restore
to the United States a sense of authentic
freedom rooted in an ever-growing generos-
ity of spirit. May God bless us all. Amen
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor a truly outstanding and special woman
in my Congressional District, Mrs. Elizabeth
Terwilliger. Everyone knows her as ‘‘Mrs. T,’’
and it’s not an understatement when I say that
almost everyone in Marin County, California,
knows Mrs. T. Her devotion to people and the
environment has made Mrs. T legendary, and
has truly shown what a very special person
she is.

As an internationally recognized environ-
mentalist and naturalist, Mrs. T has molded
generations of nature lovers who now care for
our nature trails the way she does. For the
last four decades, hundreds of families in
Marin County have joined Mrs. T for her re-
nowned nature walks. No one has cared for
Marin County’s pristine, natural surroundings
the way she has, which is why the exceptional
Elizabeth Terwilliger Nature Education Center
was dedicated in her honor.

The Nature Center was founded to foster
Mrs. T’s unique multi-sensory teaching tech-
nique that advances the exploration of our en-
vironment. The Center allows children to dis-
cover nature through a variety of field trips

and educational resources, and arranges the
famed nature walks for all ages. Last year
alone, these wonderful programs involved
70,000 children from the Bay Area in the won-
ders of nature and the stewardship needed to
preserve it.

Recently, the legions of Elizabeth
Terwilliger’s fans gathered in Olompali State
Park in Novato, California to celebrate her
89th birthday. Fittingly, these events are as
spontaneous and special as Mrs. T herself.
Families brought picnics to the park to enjoy
the company of each other and the wonderful
woman who brought them all together. This
year, a wonderful bronze statue of Elizabeth
was unveiled as part of the celebration.

I would like to take this opportunity to salute
Mrs. T and offer my sincere birthday wishes.
She is what makes California’s Sixth Congres-
sional District so wonderful. Elizabeth
Terwilliger’s curiosity and passion for both na-
ture and people has been infectious among
Marin County residents, and that is her gift to
us all. I am proud to honor this living legend,
and I ask my colleagues to please join me in
recognizing Mrs. Elizabeth Terwilliger.
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Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, today, I am in-
troducing legislation to remedy a problem
brought to my attention by the U.S. utility in-
dustry involving the taxation of foreign oper-
ations of U.S. electric and gas utilities. These
firms were prohibited for many years from
doing business abroad until the National En-
ergy Policy Act (NEPA), enacted in 1992, re-
moved that prohibition. With passage of
NEPA, and as some foreign governments
began privatizing their national utilities and in-
creasing energy demands necessitated the
construction of new facilities to fulfill the new
capacity, U.S. utilities began to make foreign
investments. Since 1992, U.S. utility compa-
nies have made significant investments in util-
ity operations in the United Kingdom, Aus-
tralia, Eastern Europe, and South America.

Foreign utilities are particularly attractive in-
vestments from a U.S. viewpoint. They are not
‘‘runaway plants’’, but rather stimulate job cre-
ation in the U.S. in design, architecture, engi-
neering, construction and heavy equipment
manufacturing. When the subsidiary of an U.S.
utility builds generating plants, transmission
lines, or distribution facilities to serve its for-
eign customers, these most often come from
U.S. suppliers. Given that the U.S. energy
market is mature, overseas investments are a
good way for U.S. utilities to diversify and
grow, to the benefit of their employees and
their shareholders.

Unfortunately, the Internal Revenue Code
penalizes these investments by subjecting
them to double taxation. Under the foreign tax
credit rules, the interest expense of a U.S.
person is allocated in part to its foreign oper-
ations based on the theory of the ‘‘fungibility of
money.’’ The allocation formula in Internal
Revenue Code section 864 requires U.S. do-
mestic interest expense to be allocated based
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